In Scheme 1 in the original publication, "Basic Blue 28" should be replaced with "Basic Blue 41". The corrected scheme appears below:
In Scheme 1 in the original publication, "Basic Blue 28" should be replaced with "Basic Blue 41". The corrected scheme appears below:
In the original publication, the charges of all the resonance forms in Scheme 2(b) and 2(c) should be positive. Also, the corresponding explanation of this scheme which is placed in paragraph 3, page 7 should be corrected. The corrected scheme and paragraph appears below and the changes to the paragraph are shown in bold:
Moreover, it can be observed that Basic Yellow 28 is more degraded at acidic pH=2 than two other dyes. This difference could be attributed to the possible resonance forms of three different dyes (Scheme 2). By drawing two different resonance forms of the dyes, it is observed that all dyes have two different resonance forms which both of them are cationic. It is more likely that in acidic pH, the instantly cationic structures of two later dyes are absorbed on TiO 2 surface with positive potential zeta due to their bigger size and high charge distribution and be degraded. Thus, it is observed that in acidic pH, Basic Red 46 and Basic Blue 41 dyes are more degraded than Basic Yellow 28 dye. 
